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sENSCHER VIEWS WORLD SITUATION, U.S. RELATIONS 
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DW261419 Bremen Radio Bremen Network in German 1730 GMT 24 Jan 81 


Correspondent H. Ruebsaat interview with Federal Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher 


[Text] [Genscher] One should not go to any pains in looking for differences where there 
are none in the points at issue. Freedom and peace, these are common goals of the 
i to say. 


c 2 
Western alliance, and this is what the new U.S. secretary of state intended 
What now matters I think is that we as Europeans make it very clear tha 
partners jointly with the United States and Canaija intend to guarantee common security 
by making the efforts that are necessary for this security. We should not view America 
aS a sort of watchman company for Europe nor should one play hitchhicker with the United 
States in security policy. Rather, it is important for all alliance partners to contri- 
bute to common security, for America’s security is defended here in Europe as well. 

What security means is making the necessary defense efforts to prevent Eastern prepor 
derance from emerging where it does not exist and to mitigate it where it does exist. 


[Question] It is not a matter of differences with regard to the aim, it is much rather 
a matter of problems that might appear on the way to the aim. There are quite a number 
of commentators in our country, commentatcrs supportirg the policy of the Federal Govern- 
ment, who see problems in this respect. They feel considerably irritated by the special 
emphasis the new U.S. Government gives to military strength. Former Prime Minister 
Pierre Messmer, for example, speaks of the danger that we Europeans could become in- 
volved in a new arms race through American action, intervention or intensified armament. 


[Answer) First of all, one must realize that the positions of Europe and of the Federal 
Repub c of Germany are not between the big powers; together with the United States, we 
form the Western alliance. Occasional considerations could create the wrong impression 
that the Europeans stand somewhere between the big powers at an equal distance to both 
of them. People viewing it like that promote the danger of drifting awav, of drifting 
apart between Europe and the United States. That would be a dangerous development. 


No, our place is at the side of the Americans and the place of the Americans is at our 
side. These are states of the Western alliance. The fact that the new American 
dministration has declared the necessity of closest consultations with its European 
allies as a most important aim of its policy demonstrates that it is aware of the fact 
that the alliance can prove its ability to act only on the basis of a common way of form 
ing an opinion. 

[Question] Probably this also means including the general interests of the Europeans? 
[Answer] Of course, after all, such an alaiance also stands for looking after the common 
security interests. I must say this again. People often pretend that mutual security 


interests exist. They are common security interests. It is necessary to repeat over and 
over again that America’s freedom is defended in Europe as well. 


[Question] But is it not cood for thought that the security adviser of the new president, 
Richard Allen, declared verbatim over French television, for instance: He desires more 
regard for the attitude of the NATO allies on the part of Bonn policy; and that he stated 
over the ZDF television network the very same day: Solidarity with the United States 
ranks priority over detente? 
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FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


[Answer] It is by their cooperation in the first place that the United States and the 
European allies create the basis for cooperation with the East. I believe that it is 
very important to be aware that political cooperation with the Soviet Union and the other 
communist states of Europe is possible only on the basis of the Western alliance and on 
the basis of our solid inclusion in the European Community. These are prerequisites and 
this is what he meant to say. What matters to me is to make people realize time and 
again that the Federal Republic of Germany can look after the national interests of the 
Germans only with, and with the support of, its allies. Nothing would be more dangerous 
than to assume that our affiliation with the alliance and with the European Community 
would be a burden making it difficult to look after the interests of the Germans in the 
divided country. The opposite is true. All on our own and in isolation, we would be 
entirely unable to look after our interests, but together with our partners, with the 
United States, with Great Britain, with France and all the other allies, we have *-en in 
@ position to pursue the policy initiated et the beginning of the: past decade, namely, 
Our treaty policy. What I mean to say is that the incorporation of the Federal Republic 
of Germany in the Western alliance and in the European Community constitutes the inalien- 
able precondition for the necessary policy of cooperation with the Eastern states. 


[Question] Are you not afraid that as a result of the intensified U.S. leadership and 
this incorporation in this, solidarity will curtail the leeway of our own detente policy, 
Ostpolitik, and our policy on Germany? 


[Answer] No, on the contrary, this incorporation is a strong point of our policy, a 
policy of lone action would end up in a blind alley. A policy pursued jointly with the 
allies has a broad basis and is our real and national future. I cannot but sav time and 
again in this context that it is important for a country like the federal Republic, for us 
to realize that the states of Europe must live up to their share in common security. This 
also holds true for our contributions to defense. Anyone believing the he can cut the 
envisaged expenditures will soon find out that he undermines his own security, eliminates 
the bases of arms control negotiations because the Soviet Union would lose interest in 
these negotiations and subject the Western defense alliance to a hard test. Nobody can 

be interested in doing that. Hence, it is so important for the Federal Government and the 
Federal Republic of Germany to accord such a decisive position to our defense contribution, 
a position of priority as the basis of our foreign and security policies. 


[Question] U.S. journalist Henry Trewhitt in a roundtable discussion on U.S. television 
early this month pointed out that he has had ample talks with members of the new adminis- 
tration, making him sure that the United States will expect even more from the allies at 
large and the Federal Republic in particular with regard to defense spending. Well, U.S. 
Secretarw of State Haig in his Senate hearing expressly praised the arms efforts of the 
Europears in general and the Federal Republic in particular. He also defended them 

against attacks in his own country. What you are saying, however, sounds as though another 
3-percent discussion would be upcoming or threatening in the near future or even a discus- 
sion involving 4 or 5 percent. 


[Answer] No, this was not at all meant to imply anything of the sort but was intended to 
make people more aware of the fact that nobody can think of attaining a reduction in our 
defense efforts as long as we see considerable military expenditures on the Eastern side. 
The consequence of that, after all, is our strong endeavor to prevent an arms race through 
arms control and arms limitation. I think you were right in mentioning what Secretary 

of State Haig said before the Senate. And nobody will be surprised that he, of all people, 
said this, because owing to his activities in NATO, he is perfectly aware that the Federal 
Republic of Germany in particular contributes considerably toward Western security. This 
means that we are justified in epeaking of our realistic security policy because we have 
never neglected what is necessary for defense, because we never forgot that security policy 
not only spells defense efforts but also persistent efforts for arms control and arms 
limitation and, hopefully, disarmament. 
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[Question] Do vou mean to say that the counterarming discussion that has erupted against 
in the SPD, for example, or the plan of some SPD deputies to seek a cut in the defense 
budget will hamper the C-rman-American relationship? 


[Answer] 1 think trying to call in question the counterarming decision, meaning one 
part of the two in the dual decision of December 1979, is extremely dangerous. It is 
dangerous to our security, dangerous to the cohesion of the alliance, dangerous to 

the basis of arms control and arms limitation negotiations because the Soviet Union 
thereby is deprived of its motive, so that such discussions which call this decision in 
question are not suited for facilitating arms control negotiations as they rather aggra- 
vate them and, besides, harbor the danger of reconcilliation to Soviet superiority. I 
do not know whether any efforts actually are made to cut the defense budget as against 
the craft submitted by the Federal Government. All I can sav is that I would be most 
determined in opposing such a plan because it must not happen under any circumstances 
that our contribution to joint defense cannot be fully met anymore. We thereby would 
violate our commitments in the alliance. We would jeopardize our own security and 
eliminate any incentive to the Eastern side for coming to terms with us on arms control 
and disarmament. Any and all of these reasons, taken individually, ought to make it 
clear to any reasonable person that such a venture is impossible. All three taken 
together, I believe, are irrefutable arguments. I can only hope that what this involves 
is but rumors and not any serious intentions. 


[Question] Suppose this counterarming discussion of the SPD gained broader ground and 
suppose such efforts involving the defense budget existed somewhere else as well, this 
would mean, by what vou said, that such efforts would extremely hamper vour work as the 
foreign minister of the Federal Republic and that ultimately it would be bound to 
disturb or even jeopardize the cooperation of the coalition in foreign policy. 


[Answer] There is no call for talking about a difference of opinion in the coalition 
because the chancellor and the federal defense minister and because all leading Social 
Democrats with whom I have had a chance to discuss the issue agree with me. I think that 
it is permissible to view the purely security-policy aspect of it all: This does not 
yield anything with respect to coalition policy. 


[Question] We can take it for granted that a discussion on division of labor in the al- 
liance will be forthcoming and, perhaps, this could mean for us to carry a greater load 
in central Europe. By the same token, it may mean, if we go by the utterance of the new 
U.S. secretary of state who said that NATO urgently must concern itself with conflicts 
outside of Europe, that the old discussion on the expansion of the NATO area will be 
revived. 


[Answer] It was as long as 6 years ago that I drew attention to the problem of the 
external framework conditions of our security at the NATO foreign ministers conference, 
saying that the balance of forces in the alliance area aione is not the precondition 

for our security but that, beyond this, a threat to our security may also emerge if and 
when the power conditions in the Third World are shifted by the activities of the Soviet 
Union to its advantages and our disadvantages. This is not a discussion on the expansion 
of the NATO area, which has been contractually stipulated, but a question concerning the 
means with which it would be possible to contribute toward the preservation of the 
independence of the states of the Third World. After all, we do not seek any zones of 
influence in the Third World. We do not wish to pull states of the Third World over to 
our side. We do not wish to transpose the East-West conflict to the Third World, but 

to see the states of the Third World as capable of preserving their independence, in 
keeping with the objectives of real nonalignment. Anyone trying something else would 
only commit the same mistake, in mirror reflection, which the Soviet Union has been 
committing in certain regions of the Third World, a policy which increasingly plunges the 
Soviet Union into a conflict with the policy of the nonaligned states. 
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because the Soviet Union's efforts to gain zones of influence in the Third World puts 

it more and more at odds with the strongest for 


ce of our epoch, namely, the will of the 
e 


r self-determination and independence. uite unequivocally, we are on the side 
of progress in that respect, meaning a policy which proceeds from the premise that the 
States of the north, the industrial states, must seek equal cooperation in partnership 
as the precondition for a world peace order and must not be allowed to dominate states 
of the Third World politically, economically or militarily. 

[Question] But are you following the United States in this respect? After all, the 
United States reportedly is also prepared to cooperate with authoritarian governments 
and dictatorships. The current military assistance to the junta in El Salvador stirred 
up considerable excitement in our countrv. 


[Answer] What we must keep in mind, to begin with, is that the states of the Third 

World are embarking on a course of their own, without exception, and that it cannot be 
up to us to prescribe to the peoples of the Third World their state and social systems. 
This goes without saying and it is a view which we always have advocated. This simply 


always remaining important 


is the principle of nonintrusion in internal affairs t 
ood as the preservation of 


2 

S 
that cooperation with the Third World not be misunde 
encrusted and obsolete structures. This is an entirely different question and it is 
not the U.S. intention either. I believe that people at the moment are speculating too 
much about the different spheres of policy of the new U.S. administration. I think the 
new U.S. President will expound the policy of the new administration in a message to the 
U.S. pecple. Then will be the time to comment on the political objectives. We know, 
meanwhile, from many talks and contacts, that U.S.-European cooperation wil] be in the 
very center of it all. The people whom the new President has gathered around himself are 
realists and they are above all politicians that we know also will regard U.S.-European 
relations as the basis for world political stability and America’s own security. 


[Question] One last question, and quite briefly, Mr Minister, which deals with the Third 
World, namely, German arms exports. Could some s'pport to countries which are pro- 
Western or whose stability is of interest to the est also constitute a German contribution 
within the framework of such a new distribution of tasks 

[Answer] At the moment, we are discussing arms policy. I hope that this discussion cen 

be conducted with all due objectivity. 1 have made several personal contributions to 

this end. In this connection, I warn of rash decisions with respect to both rejection and 
approval. It is necessary indeed rationally to weigh argument against argument. One 

of the components that need to be taken into account in the process is the problem you 
raised with your question. 


SECURITY COUNCIL TO DISCUSS SAUDI TANK DEAL 


DW261342 Bonn DIE WELT in German 24 Jan 81 p 1 


o Buy As Many as 


~ 
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[Bonn dispatch by G. Capell and M. Schell: "Do the Saudis Want 
3,000 Tanks?" 


[fext] The currently disputed tank deal with Saudi Arabia will comprise not 300 but 
presumably as many as 3,000 tanks because apart from supplies of the Leopard combat 

tank (at the price of roughly DM4 million per unit), a large number of the Marder armored 
personnel carriers (at roughly DM1.6 million each) and of the Gepard antiaircraft tank 
(at the price of roughly DM/ million per unit) also are to be exported. This was learned 
from government quarters yesterday. 
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The Federal Government, however, has not vet decided on principle as to whether it is 
ready for an arms export deal with Saudi Arabia. Government Spokesman Kurt Becker said 
in Bonn yesterday that the matter will be discussed by the Federal Security Council 
under the chairmanship of the federal chancellor, adding that a short-term decision must, 
however, not be anticipated. 


Irrespective of this, influential Federal Government quarters are inclined to approve 

of the project. In this, these aspocts are important: Saudi Arabia is Europe's biggest 
credit grantor. The Federal Republic plans to increase that country’s oil exports from 
the currently 25 percent to 30 percent by 1982. 


For the Federal Republic, Saudi Arabia is a purchaser of major industrial installations 
and consumer goods and in addition an important partner at international monetary 
conferences. After all, it has the world’s biggest economic surplus. 


Because of the Israeli-fgvotian Camp David agreement, the Saudis want to keep a certain 
distance from the United States. This is why they sooner or later want to acquire their 
equipment for the army from the Federal Republic and that for the navy from France whereas 
they want to purchase their air force equipment from the United States. 


Furthermore, the Federal Government first wants to lay down the principles of its 1981 
security policy prior to making a decision. Besides, Israel's interest will be kept in 
mind, to be sure. But as far as Israel is concerned, the possibility of compensation 
exists and apart from this Israel certainly could not be concerned with Saudi Arabia's 
getting in trouble through foreign political pressure, as for instance through develop- 
ments in Iran or Afghanistan. 


Saudi *Disinterest’ Reported 
DW261440 Bonn DIE WELT in German 26 Jan 81 p 1 
[Berno Conrad At-Ta‘if dispatch: “Saudis No Longer Interested in Leopard Tanks") 


[Text] Saudi Arabia appare:tiy has lost interest in German tank deliveries because of 
the Bonn controversies. “We do not want to risk after all that a formal request for 
purchase be turned down,” .t was said yesterday in Saudi Government quarters near 
the Muslim summit in At-Ta‘if. 


According to representation here, which meets with the Federal Government's official 
Statements, there have been only exploratory talks until now on possible German arms 
deliveries and no concrete requests were made by Saudi Arabia. Last summer, King 
Khalid raised the subject in a talk with Federal Chancellor Schuid* and Prince Sa‘ud 
al-Faysal during a Born visit in November last referred to the matter. The matter 
then was put on ice. 


Then early this year, a SPIEGEL report elicited a quarrel in Bonn, whose course met with 
the growing uneocsirescs from the Saudis. The widepsread concern voiced within the $ ~ 

and also within the FDP finally prompted Rivadh's abandoning the matter. This mean 
formally, because the Federal Government, as it has stated repeatedly, is waiting for a 
formal and detailed delivery request from Riva’. As matters stand, however, this request 
will not be made. fhe Saudis certainly will «*d¢r tanks and weapons elsewhere. 


This must not necessarily entail immediate consequences for German-Saudi relations. 
Granted, all this is an unpleasant experience ior Rivadh, all the more so since the Saudis 
for instance are always very generous vis-a-vis Bonn with regard to financial matters. 

But as long as there does not exist any formal purchase request, the Saudis do not lose 
face. It can be assumed that hardly anything will change in their rele ionship to the 
Federal Republic. ‘evertheless, the proposal for large-scale economic cooperation, which 
Riyadh linked with the arms project, will fail to materialize. 
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LIBYAN CALL FOR WITHDRAWAL FROM CHAD DENOUNCED 





LD261354 Paris Domestic Service in French 1300 GMT 26 Jan 81 


[Text] The Quai d*Orsay has just denounced the Chadian-Libyan call for a withdrawal of 
French forces from Africa. This demand was ann-unced 48 hours ago by the Al-—Qadhdhafi 
services. In it, the Libyan leader accuses France of conducting wzilitary maneuver< 
near the Chadian border. To the Quai d*Orsay, the point at issue is merely a military 
diversion designed to divert attention from the major issue wiich is still the presence 
of considerable Libyan forces in Chad against the general feelings of the African coun- 
tries. 


FRANCOIS-PONCET RE°ORTS ON CHAD DEVELOPMENTS 





LD261705 Paris LE MONDE in French 24 Jan 81 p % 


[Text] The National Assembly Foreign Affairs Commission on Thursday, 22 January heard 
a report from Mr Francois-Poncet, who explained French policy in Africa and, more 
particularly, in Chad. Recalling that “France will always bac’ Africa when its 
independence and security are threatened," the foreign ministei said that his recent 
trips to Abidjan and Luanda gave him the impression that Paris’ policy is “understood 
perfectly.” 


With regard to Chad, he expressed the view that the renarks made in Libva on the 
“merger” are inconsistent end ambiguous and that the Chadian people will never subscribe 
to an agreement concluded “in violation of the Lagos agreements" by a transitional 
government without the powers to conclude such an agreement. He welcomed the “cohe- 
sion” among African states “in these difficult circumstances.” 


The planned “merger” was strongly condemned Thursday by Chadian Ambassador to Cairo 
Ouangmotching. According to a cable from our correspondent, the diplomat accused 
Colonel al-Qadhdhafi of intending to “purely and simply annex a country which he has 
always coveted,” and, still regarding himself as the representative of Chad “and not of 
a regime or a faction,” said he “belongs *o no faction” and called on his con-atriot 
“officials of all ranks, officers and soldiers, tradesmen and businessmen to pull ther- 
selves together.” 


L'HUMANITE VIEWS CARTER, REAGAN ADMINISTRATIONS 





LD261125 Paris L*HUMANITE in French 22 Jan 81 pp 1, 8 
[Yves Moreau article: “From Carter to Reagan"] 


[Text] The detention of the U.S. Embassy staff in Iran ended at the same time as Mr 
Carter's presidency. The attention focused on the event overshadowed Mr Reagan's 
inauguration despite the pomp which the new White House incumbent tried to give it. 


Although they were examined by Algerian doctors who considered their state of health 

to be satisfactory, the 52 Americans have not yet been returned to their families. 

They have been isolated from the rest of the world for a few days in a hospital in 
Wiesbaden where, we have learned, the CIA is playing a leading role in the examinations 
to which thev are being subjected. 


These precautions bear little relatior to the image which Mr Reagan would like to give 
his country in portraying it ar ..e “beacon of freedom.” 


Yoreover, the solution implemented in Tehran leaves many questions unanswered. In 
particular, there is now reason to wonder about the aim of the formidable deplovment of 
naval air forces near Iran ordered by Washington. Isn't this all the more threatening 
to Iran since the hostilities launched against it by Iraq are still raging? Is the aim 
of this operation not to cast doubt on the Iranian revolution which, despite i*> weak- 
nesses, its inconsistencies and even some negative aspects, is a historic ste, ‘orward 
in the struggle against imperialism’ 
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On a more general level, it is right to examine the new administration's main options 
now thet power has been handed over in the United } 

only the following statements from Mr Reagan's inauguration speech. Peace is 
highest aspiration of the 2 wrican people. We wil! 


In fact, the question is whether the Washington administration finallw will learn froz 


a recent and not very glorious past which led it from Vietnam» to support for the 

dictatorial junta in El Salvador and from the Cam David agreements to the revival of 

the arms race. The things for which Mr Carter can justifiably be criticized are not s 

much what have been described as the inconsistencies in his poli but its acventurist 
. : 


character, hostility toward detente and his continual interference in other states 
internal affairs. 


On fallacious pretexts, such as the situation in Afghanistan, “r Carter aroused tension 


which the United States itself, despite the power it stil is, is pable of ntrol- 
ling as it could when it had a nuclear monopoly. The world has very fortunately chaneg- 
ed since then and these changes eve continuing before our eves. The balance of forces 


is less and less favorable to imperialisn. 


That is why, however unpleasant thev may have sounded, some of the purple prose used in 
the recent election campaign should be taken calmly. What Mr Reagan or his advisers 


said matters much Jess than the wav they behave now that they are at erios wit the 


real situation. Without cherishing anv illusions about their championing people 
rights and peaceful coexistence, we would hope that, unlike many of his predecessors, 


Mr Reagan might act in a reasonable way. 


In his valedictory message, Mr Carter recalled that, in the event of nuclear 
conflagration, a destructive power greater than that used throughout World War II would 
be unleashed every second. We can only regret that Mr Carter did not remember this 
when, instead of having them ratified, he froze the SALT II agreements which he had, 
nonetheless, signed. It is in such spheres in particular that one would hope to see 
his successor show a more reasonable attitude. There is no doubt thet that would b 
welcomed in Moscow. 


However, Mr Reagan is under pressures from var ous opposing directions, not all « 
which are American. Thus, in his congratulatcry mesexzge to the new U.S. President, 
Social Democratic Chancellor Helmut Schmidt called for the strengthening of the 
Atlantic alliance in terms which Franccis Mitterrand would no doubt approve since 
strengtheniaug NATO in this way has oeen one of h‘s main concerns since he abandored the 
joint progam. Would Giscard d'Estaing disavow his best friend Helmut Schmidt? 


At a time when the United States is being forced to analyze Mr Carter's sorry record, 
a French diplomacy worthy of the name should be making an active contribution to 

changing international relations toward disarmament and peace. There is no lack of 
opportunities to take effective initiatives in this connection. For instance, the 


European meeting in Madrid is to reopen nex. Tuesday. 


As in all circumstances, France should speak with its own voice at this meeting and 
make indepencent and bold proposals for disarmament, detente and the organization of 
collective security. Instead of aligning with Bonn and Washington, it ought to strive 
to gradually overcome and simultaneously dissolve the military blocs, while respecting 
our alliances. 


A sovereign France, present and active in the world, should encourage other peor. .« 
aspirations to full sovereignty and should support the establishment of « new interna- 
ticnal order, ruling out interference in other states’ internal affairs and ensuring 
that justice and solidarity among peoples finally prevail. That is the path which the 
PCF and its candidate Georges Marchais advocate in the struggle plan for the 
presidential elections. This is also the language which must now be used to 


washington. 





VII. 27 Jan 81 cYPRUS ae | 


PRESS REACTIONS TO PRESIDENT REACAN’S INAUCURATION 





§C262100 [Editorial Report} Nicosia’s Greel-language press coverage of the 20 Jaauarvw 


inauguration of President Reagan was highlighted by the following editorials and commentaries 


stressing the effects of the Reagan administration on Cypriot affairs: 


In an editorial on page 3 on 2] January, ELEVTHERI KIPROS addresses itself to the U.S. 
President, saying: “As of today, in your capacity as President of a great country, you 
play a role that affects the fate of the world.” The paper then notes ‘hat “the geographic 
area of our small homeland has clways been attracting vour attention because of its 
geopolitical importance,” adding that “however, the Cypriot problem mav be considered to 
be one of secondary importance when compared to other world problems you are called upon 
to face. 


“From this faraway corner c our homeland, which is extensively under occupation, allow us 
to submit the following al.ag with our congratulations: In our humble opinion, the Cypriot 
problem is an international one of major significance. Primary problems are not solely 
those for which war is waged or blood is shed but also questions of occupation of one 
country by another, as .s the case with Cyprus.” 


The paper concludes: “Could it be that your declarations will have a better fate’ Could 
it be that whatever you say is not dictated solely by stern politics but also bw truth, 
which is inside the soul of every true artist, as is the case with you?” 


In a page 3 editorial on 22 January, KHARAVY! says that Reagan assumes the Presidency during 
@ period of tension in the international political arena “characterized by his countrw’s 
increasing aggressiveness and by an effort to strike at detente and restore cold war 
polarization.” 


Referring to President Reagan's inauguration speech, by which he urged the Americans to 
begin a period of “national renewal.” the paper says: “If Reagan's ‘renewal’ is based on 
the appraisals expressed in his preelection speeches--that is, on the shortsighted 
insistence on the untenable dream of great Averica, which would dominate the world by 
imposing its will on everybody--then the new .S. Government will’ fail miserably both at 
home and abroad.” 


In a page 2 editorial on 22 January, 0 AGON says that although Reagan has also made promises 
during his election campaign, “we are not naive enough to expect a change because foreign 
policy is determined not by individuals but by interests.” The paper adds that it only 
took Reagan 20 minutes to deliver his inauguration address and announce a harder line on 
foreign relations, stressing that if Reagan ir to oppose Soviet activities, he will need 
greater support from his country’s allies--which means that Turkey will not fail to take 
advantage of this opportunity. The paper concludes: “Therefore, the reasonable conclusion 
is that Turkey will Lave no reason to change its present intransipgent attitude. It mav 
even appear more cynical and demanding.” 


PAPER RFLATFS HOSTAGES TO MISSING PERSONS ISSUE 





NC251153 Nicosia THE CYPRUS WEEKLY in English 23 Jan 81 p 1 
[Editorial: “Viewpoint™] 


[Text] The whole world cannot but share the jov of the next of kin of the 52 American 
hostages finally released by Iran. 


But the Cypriot public at the same time cannot but share in the bitterness expressed by 
the relatives of the 2,000 Creek Cypriot missing since the Turkish invasion in the 
summer of 1974, over the lack of international interest in their plight. 

















VIi. 27 Jan 61 R2 CYPRUS 


Rightly or wrongly, the relatives believe that many of their loved ones are held hostage 
as undeclared prisoners of war in Turkish prisons. Yet all attempts to determine the 
fats of all the missing through the appointment of an internatioral commission have been 
frustrated by Turkey's refusal to cooperate. 


The international community agreed to impose sanctions against Iran until the 52 American 
hostages vere released. 


Such issues have their intensely humanitarian aspect. It is only proper that political 
pressure on an international scale should be exerted on those responsible for prolonging 
the drama ind anguish of both the missing hostages and their loved ones. 


It would appear that just as Turkey evaded censure, even though the Council of Europe 
found her guilty of the gross violation of human rights in Cyprus, she is also being let 
off scott-free on the issue of missing persons. 


MEDIA REPORTS OX U.S. CONTACTS WITH NORTH 





I DHIMOKRATIKI Report 
NC2€0701 Nicosia I DHIMOKRATIKI in Greek 26 Jan 81 pp 1, 10 


[Text] The scandalous action of the Americans in sending their diplomats into the 
occupied Cypriot territories through the illegal Tymbou airport has, besides other things, 
cause¢ serious concern to the government. At the same time this raises numerous questions 
about the intentions of the Americans with regard to the operation of the U.S. spy radio 
stations now controlled by the Turks. 


And while the government is stwdving the reports in order to make the appropriate 
demarches to Vashington about the violation of the sovereignty of the Cyprus Republic, 
an abundance of indications disclose that: 


1. The reopening of certain sections of the spy radio stations in the occupied areas 
is being pushed forward. 


2. The provision of facilities to the Americans in the north also lies within the 
framework of the U.S.-Turkish defense agreement. 


3. The spy radio stations are linked to the powerful radio monitoring stations of the 
U.S. bases in Turkey. 


For fuller understanding of exactly what is happening behind ovr backs we recall certain 
very significant facts: 


First, the disclosure only a few days ago of the CIA report according to which Cyprus 
is placed within Turkey's sphere of influence. 


Second, the disclosures of Claudia Wright in the NEW STATESMAN that in the appendices 
to the U.S.-Turkish agreement on the bases, the Cypriot north is recognized as the 
“Turkish part.” 


The same appendicer reveal that the United States guarantees the military security of 
the “Turk‘sh part” of Cyprus, scaething that means the undertaking of specific commitments 
towards Ankara in order to protect the faits accomplis and to consolidate then. 


The fact that the Americans who came about the radio stations arrived through Tymbou 
betrays a forthright readiness to recognize the “state” and, at the same time, also 
a readiness for other, caybe more serious, moves. 
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We cannot have illusions: the Americars can pressure Turkev; they can contribute to a fair 
solution of our problen. 


They can, but they dv not want to. And they do not want to because their interests 
dictate the strengthening of Turkey which is encouraged in its expansionist goals against 
Greece and Cyprus. Turkey is also encouraged by this very support from the Americans 

and the West. 


It is not by chance that the CIA places Cyprus in Turkey's sphere of influence. Nor is 
the pro-Turkish policy that the United States has been following in the case of Cyprus" 
rights to be considered accidental. A very small example of this provocatively American 
policy has been the recent case of American officials who, with full disregard for the 
sovereign rights of the lawful Government of Cyprus, arrived pirati-ally in the occupied 
territories in order to inspect the spy radio stations which thev have there. 


The Cypriot people must not have any illusions about the Americans’ attitude toward 
Cyprus. Nor should they expect any change in this attitude in favor of the Greek side 
if many factors are not overthrown, and if no seismic geopolitical changes occur in our 
region. 


CSSR Di PUTY TRADE MINISTER ARRIVES FOR VISIT 





NC262035 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 2000 GMT 26 Jan 81 
[Text] CSSR Deputy Minister of Trade Jakubik arrived in Cyprus this evening. He wiil 
lead his country's delegation in the negotiations that will be held in Nicosia to review 


CSSR-Cypriot trade. 


EDEK ISSUES RESOLUTION ON SETTLEMENT ISSUE 





NC261942 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1/730 GMT 26 Jan 8] 


[Text] An EDEK Political Bureau resolution says that the Cypriot problem is facing verv 
serious dangers, adding that the irrevocable future of the Cypriot people will depend 

on today’s handling and decisions. The EDEK Political Bureau maintains that a con- 
tinuation of the present handling will lead to a national catastrophe. 


In a communique, EDEK says it supports substantive talks with specific proposals for 
a solution in accordance with the principles of the UN resolutions. Talks without 
content, it adds, are against the Cypriot cause. Only with the correct defensive 
shielding and correct foreign policy, EDEK savs, will Turkish goals fail ated will 
Turkey allow negotiations for a viable solution. The communique also says that 
will participate independently in the next parliamentary elections. 


EDEK 





VII. 27 Jan 81 GREECE Sl 


PRESS REACTIONS TQ PRESIDENT REAGAN'S INAUGURATION 





NC262026 [Editorial Report] Athens Creek-language press coverage of the 20 January 
inauguration of President Reagan was highlighted by the following editorials and ccmmen- 
taries stressing the possible effects of the Reagan administration on U.S.-Creek relations: 


In a page 6 editorial on 2] January, I AVYI points out that “the change in presidents in 
the United Staces is not an insignificant event” for Greece, which the paper savs “has 
been trapped in the grasp of the U.S.-NATOite aggressive strategy thanks to the New 
Democracy policy.” 


The paper says it is too early to make any forecasts as to the Reagan administration's 

line on international problems, particularly on those that most directly concern Creece. 

It stresses: “What is certain is that with the clection of the new president, the most 
aggressive circles of U.S. monopolistic capital have advanced their positions, which augurs 
nothing good for the cause of world peace and detente or for the issues directly connected 
with safeguarding our national interests and rights.” 


In conclusion, the paper stresses that because of Reagan's coming to power, democratic 
forces in Greece must strengthen their unity and be more decisively dependent on the 
people's forces to repulse U.S. pressure in connection with the vital question of the 
U.S. bases. 


In its page 2 “Evening Column” on 22 January, I VRADHINI savs that what Karamanlis has 
said in his message to Reagan reflects the Greek people's feelings, adding that the Creeks 
have always cherished friendly feelings toward the United States where a strong Creek 
community is living. It stresses: "Of course, these relations have been temporarily 
overshadowed at times by actions of the U.S. Government that did not respond to the Creek 
people's expectations and strong sentimentalism. However, they were passing clouds 

that vanished.” 


In a frontpage editorial on 22 January, MESIMVRINI says that Reagan has inherited many 
thorny issues from Carter, including that of “restoring justice in Cyprus in particular 
and in Greek-Turkish relations in general." The paper stresses: ‘Reagan, who has been 
very sparing with his promises, has to cope with the explosive nature of the [Cypriot]-- 
problem, which is the result of its being perpetuated. But it will be strange, although 
not rare, if things prove the skepticism about the new Republican President to be 
wrong--just as the hopes that prevailed about the Democratic President's start were 
proved to be wrong.” 


In a frontpage editorial on 21 January, ESTIA refers to Greek-.S. relations, saying 
that they are at their lowest and adding that both sides are to be blamed for damaging 
“traditional Greek-American friendship." The paper stresses: At this moment there are 
a number of pending, dangerous issues between Greece and the United States such as the 
Cyrpriot problem and the question of the limits of responsibility in the Aegean within 
NATO--issues that might be within the framework of the more general policy of the U.S. 
superpower. Thus, ever» concept of justice and morality is disregarded for the sake of 
U.S. interests in this region. But let the new U.S. President not forget that the time 
when the great powers decided on behalf of the small states is over.” 


The paper points out that Greece has always been a faithful friend and ally and there- 

fore should not be treated unfairly. It adds: “Let Reagan and his associates be certain 
that in the long run they will turn to small but consistent Greece if critical circum- 
stances ever unmask the true face of some of the present opportunists who pose as friends.” 
Stressing that the West will suffer a major setback if Greece is lost to the Western bloc, 
the paper says: "Thus, let Reagan take the bold step and carry out his declarations for 

a reaily new policy so that the United States will be dreaded by its foes and loved by 

its friends. This would be a major service on his part, and as a result his name would 

be worthily recorded by history.” 








ty 
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MITSOTAKIS BRIEFS REPORTERS ON U.S. BASES TALKS 





NC241638 Athens NEWS in English 24 Jan 81 p 4 


[Text] Negotiations on a new Greek-U.S. defense treaty regulating the future status 
of U.S. military bases in Greece will start in Athens next Tuesday, Foreign Minister 
Konstandinos Mitsotakis told political reporters yesterday. 


He said the Greek side will submit, as soon as the talks start, separate proposals for 
each one of the bases operating in Greece. Later on, Greece will also submit drafts 
for letters to be exchanged between the Greek foreign minister and the U.S. secretary 
of state upon the signing of the agreement. 


“But most important is the main part of the agreement,” Mitsotakis said, “and the 
Greek Government has already submitted its proposals on this part." He said the main 
part would regulate issuwes concerning Greek commanding officers of the bases, and 
define in detail their status and scope of authority. 


The foreign minister said the American side was ex»ected to express its views on the 
Greek plan at the beginning of the talks. “The American reaction to Greek proposals 
will determine the speed with which negotiations will progress,” he said, adding that 
the Greek Government shares the U.S. Government's desire for a speedy conclusion of 
the negotiations. 


Although there is no definite timetable, talks are expected to conclude some time in 
March, Mitsotakis told reporters. 


He also said Greece will ask to be informed of the texts detailing technical arrange- 
ments which accompany the recently signed U.S.-Turkey agreement on U.S. bases in Turkey, 
and will demand to see at least those parts of the texts which concern Greece. These 
texts have been classified as secret and have not been part of the Congressional Record. 


GOVERNMENT DENIES REPORT ON DIA ACTIVITIES 





NC261535 Athens TA NEA in Greek 26 Jan 81 p 1 


[Excerpt] The government has denied as “totally inaccurate and imaginative” a report 
carried by yesterday's RIZOSPASTIS to the effect that a U.S. secret service (the 
well-known DIA) had installed a device to eavesdrop on discussions at the offices of 
an opposition party. (Editor's note: Although the paper does not name the party, it 
is clear that PASOK is hinted at). 
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ADDITIONAL DISK MEMBERS SURRENDER TO AUTHORITI-S 





TA261952 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 CMT 26 Jan 81 


[Text] Another 20 unionists belonging to the Confederation of Revolutionary Worker 
Unions [DISK], who have arrest warrants against them for various crimes, have surrendered 
to the Istanbul Martial Law Command. The arrest warrants issued in absentia against the 
20 DISK members were [word indistinct] by the 2d Military Court of the Istanbul Martial 
Law Command. This brings the number of DISK unionists so far arrested to 2460. Arrest 
warrants have been issued against another 46 DISK unionists. 


LEFTIST LEADERS GIVEN ULTIMATUM TO SURRENDER 





TA261658 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 CMT 26 Jan 81 


[Communique No 1 issued by the General Staff Martial Law Military Services Coordination 
Directorate} 


[Text] 1. Turkish Labor Party leader Behice Boran and Turkish Teachers’ Unity and 
Solidarity Association [TOB-DER] leader Gultekin Gazioglu, who have been under investiga- 
tion by the martial law commands since the 12 September 1980 operation and who are 

known to be currently residing abroad, should return to Turkey and surrender to the 
security forces. 


2. It is hereby announced that the necessary procedures will be undertaken to strip 
these suspects of their citizenship unless they return to the country by 25 February 1981. 


LIRA DEVALUED AGAINST DOLLAR, OTHER CURRENCIES 





TA262037 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 2000 GMT 26 Jan 81 


[Excerpt] The value of the Turkish lira [TL] has been readjusted against certain foreign 
currencies in accciuance with the recent developments in international money markets. 
According to a statement issued by the Central Bank, the value of the U.S. dollar increased 
from 89.25 to 91.90 TL and the value of the Deutsche mark remained the same. The purchase 
rates, which will be effective as of tomorrow morning, for some of the other foreign 
currencies are as follows: 107.66 TL ‘o the Australian dollar; 41.44 TL to the Dutch 
florin; 20.37 TL to the Swedish krone; 49.69 TL to the Swiss franc; 9.48 TL to 100 

Italian lire; 76.63 TL to the Canadian dollar; 37.15 TL to the Kuwait dinar; 219.57 TL 

to the British pound sterling; and 27.68 TL to the Saudi riyal. 

















